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THE CITY’S DIRTY LITTLE SECRET 


S an Francisco has a dirty little 
secret: we have one of the big¬ 
gest gaps between rich and 
poor of any city in the country 
and that divide is growing. We are 
home to some of the wealthiest cor¬ 
porations in the world - corpora¬ 
tions that by and large do not pay 
their fair share of the payroll tax 
that is currently in place. We also 
have some of the most extreme 
pockets of poverty in the nation. 
San Francisco's safety net has lost 
millions of dollars over the last 
several years due to budget cuts 
This year, however, San 


W hen you purchase the STREET 
SHEET, 100% of your donation 
goes directly to the STREET SHEET 
vendor. Donations made to STREET 
SHEET vendors do not go to the 
STREET SHEET or to the Coalition 
on Homelessness . 

To help keep this paper in print, 
please consider making a one-time 
donation or becoming a STREET 
SHEET underwriter (page 8). 

We greatly appreciate the 
support of all of our donors and 
underwriters—both to our ven¬ 
dors and to the paper itself. 


Franciscans have the opportunity 
to reform the long-standing hous¬ 
ing inequalities facing this City 
through the passage of Proposition 
C - the only long range plan for the 
creation of affordable housing in a 
major U.S. City - a plan that spans 
the next 30 years. Over the past 
decade, massive budget cuts have 
nearly eliminat¬ 
ed opportunities 
to create hous¬ 
ing for low and 
middle-income 
San Franciscans. 

This fact, in con¬ 
junction with the 
current recession, 
job losses, closed 
public housing 
waitlists, and the 
artificial inflation 
of housing costs 
resulting from the Bay Area's most 
recent tech bubble - according to 
the New York Times, San Francisco 
is now the most expensive rental 
market in the United States - the 
prospect of creating below market 
rate housing remains dim apart the 
passage of Proposition C. 

Within just the past few years. 
Federal and State support for af¬ 


fordable housing have diminished 
severely According to the Huff- 
ington Post, the budget of the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development's HOME Investment 
Partnerships Program, which was 
a major funding source for housing 
in the City, was slashed by almost 
38%; this following last year's cuts 
which were even 
more striking. In 
February of this 
year. Governor 
Jerry Brown, fol¬ 
lowing the trend 
in Federal policy, 
prioritized state 
budgets over the 
citizens' right to 
housing and dis¬ 
solved 400 local 
redevelopment 
agencies, the pri¬ 
mary sources of funding for afford¬ 
able housing in nearly every mu¬ 
nicipality in California. Governor 
Brown's manipulation of State Tax¬ 
es has cut nearly $50 million from 
San Francisco's housing budget. 
These budgetary factors along with 
the bubble in the housing market, 
make it increasingly difficult, often 
CONTINUED PN PAGE 3 



A well-structured 
business tax will 
target the financial, 
real estate and banking 
sectors; businesses that 
create very few jobs, 
profit from speculation, 
and contribute very little 
in taxes under San Fran¬ 
cisco's current system. 


COALITION ON HOMELESSNESS, SAN FRANCISCO - 25 YEARS OLD AND STILL LEADING THE FIGHT 
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RIGHT TO RETURN AFFIRMED 


I n the 1990s, San Francisco received funding 
from the federal government to conduct what 
they called "Hope VI", the tearing down and re¬ 
building of public housing. The idea was that public 
housing, mostly developed in the 1950s, was a big 
mistake. They felt the US Government had created 
ghettos, that the housing looked institutional, and 
that putting a bunch of poor people together was not 
a good idea. Many people living in public housing 
strongly disagreed with this assessment; they point¬ 
ed out that they had developed strong communities; 
that it was federal neglect of the housing that was 
creating the problems. Needless to say, the federal 
government moved forward. The program called for 
mixed income developments, where people of a va¬ 
riety of incomes would live together. 

The housing developments that were targeted 
through HOPE VI were not the ones that were built 
miles from any store or bank or job. Quite the con¬ 
trary, they were the ones that were integrated into 
economically diverse neighborhoods with soaring 
real estate values. Had the government been con¬ 
cerned about ghettos, they should have re-built the 
isolated public housing developments such as Hunt¬ 
er's View, where economic opportunity is a long 
way away. 

The very first development targeted was in North 
Beach. The public housing residents there got to¬ 
gether and fought hard for one-for one replacement 
of their units - where there would be at least one 
unit developed for every unit lost. The next develop¬ 
ments were Bernal Dwellings and Valencia Gardens 
in the Mission, the various developments in the low¬ 
er Haight. The new units were of much higher qual¬ 
ity then the previous cement blocks, and residents 
wanted to come back home to the new apartments. 
However, many of the developments like Bernal 
Dwelling, had fewer units, and the remaining units 
were mixed income. In addition, many residents 


T he Haight Ashbury neighborhood has a rich 
tradition of counterculture, love and acceptance 
starting back in the 1960's. Today, youth, queers, 
and others seeking family after being rejected or abused 
by their own, come to the neighborhood because of this 
tradition. Anyone entering the area can see, with their 
own eyes, the many people, who, in seeking sanctuary, 
found instead destitution in the Haight. 

Over the past decade, the neighborhood has seen 
a loss in many programs, including food programs, job 
programs and drop-in centers. Efforts to address the 
homeless crisis in the neighborhood have been thwart¬ 
ed, and there have been several initiatives coming out 
of the neighborhood, which seek to criminalize the 
presence of impoverished people there. None of this 
has led to a decrease in the presence of displaced youth 
and adults; in fact the numbers have risen. Homeless 
people are in this neighborhood and if we are truly go¬ 
ing to address the issue, they need services. 

We believe the time is ripe to move forward with 
real solutions to the hunger and homeless issues the 
Haight is faced with. This platform was developed 
based on direct feedback from impoverished people - 
many of the same people some merchants have been 
complaining about. 

The following Supervisors endorsed this platform: 

Candidates Christina Olague, Julian Davis, Thea 
Shelby, Andrew Resignator, and John Rizzo agreed 
to take the following steps to combat hunger and 
homelessness in the Haight. 

Actively Support job creation and placement 
programs in the neighborhood, especially 
those targeting homeless youth and adults. 

I agree to ensure that public space will be 
open and accessible to all people regardless 
of socio-economic class, race, ethnicity, age. 


had to go through a vigorous screening process that 
included credit checks. Residents who previously 
lived at the developments were no longer eligible 
to move back in. Some residents received Section 8 
certificates that they could take to private landlords 
for subsidized rents, but many ended up in home¬ 
less shelters or were pushed out of San Francisco al¬ 
together. Many blame the extreme decrease in the 
number of African Americans living in San Francis¬ 
co during that time on HOPE VI. Many people lost 
their home and their community. 

Today, the city of San Francisco has its own HOPE 
program, entitled HOPE SF. They have targeted a 
number of housing developments with Hunter's 
View already underway. This time, there will be ad¬ 
ditional housing created in the new developments. 
The Housing Authority has an internal policy sup¬ 
porting the Right to Return, and the one for one 
replacement of units. Public Housing residents are 
calling for both these internal policies to become 
actual law, forcing the Housing Authority to honor 
both the one to one replacement and the Right to Re¬ 
turn regardless of who is in charge of the Agency. 

On Monday, October 29th the full Board of Su¬ 
pervisors passed legislation introduced by Sup, 
Christina Olague that would guarantee that dis¬ 
placed residents could return to the new units. It 
states that as long as a resident has not been evicted, 
they can return to the new units upon completion. It 
would bar the Housing Authority from re-screening 
returnees. In addition, if residents relocation rights 
are violated, they can appeal to the Rent Board and 
file a grievance. 

This is incredibly important legislation for San 
Francisco, and a step toward fairnesss for the many 
people living in dilapidated public housing units. 
Like all people, they have a right to decent housing 
and therefore now have a Right to return!. 


sexual orientation or religion. 

Support Haight specific housing options for 
destitute Haight residents; these may include 
shared housing in the neighborhood that is 
subsidized and affordable to homeless youth 
and adults. 

Actively work to create new and / or expand¬ 
ed hygiene and survival services including 
drop-in showers, phones, laundry, tele¬ 
phone, and internet. 

I will do everything in my power to combat 
hunger in the neighborhood, including sup¬ 
porting the expansion / creation of hot meal 
programs, and ensuring food stamp access 
at farmer's market. 

I will ensure that homeless youth and adults 
in the Haight Ashbury have access to public 
benefits such as food stamps, public assis¬ 
tance, and disability. 

Candidates Breed, Everett and Johnson didn't 
bother to sign the platform. 

Supervisors Signing Platform: 

Olague 

Shelby 

Resignato 

Davis 

Rizzo 

Supervisors who Did not Sign Platform: 

Breed 

Everett 

Johnson 


STREET SHEET EDITORIAL POLICY 


The Coalition on Homelessness, San Francisco, is made up 
of homeless and formerly homeless people, representa¬ 
tives of over fifty service, shelter, and housing providers, 
advocacy groups, and neighborhood and religious orga¬ 
nizations. The Coalition's volunteers and staff, many of 
whom have been homeless, write most of the articles in 
the STREET SHEET. These appear without a byline. Articles 
by people who are not COH staff members, or extremely 
personal articles, usually receive a byline. These articles do 
not necessarily represent the views of the COH: The STREET 
SHEET aims to provide a forum for voices which are not 
commonly heard in mainstream media. 

Content may not be reproduced without permission. Contact 
Coordinating Editor Kenneth Dotson at 415.346.3740. 


CONTRIBUTORS AND STAFF 


Miguel Carrera, Wanika Stephens, Jennifer 
Friedenbach, Jesus Perez, Jenice Standfield, Iv- 
ette Zuniga, Ron Merritt, Elisa Gasca, Will Da¬ 
ley, Nick Kimura, Julia D'Antonio, Irma Nunez, 
William Morder, Andrew Mendes Jason Rivers, 
Gail Seagraves 

Coordinating Editor: Kenneth Dotson 
Printed by Marin Sun on Recycled Paper 


STREET SHEET VENDING PROJECT 


STREET SHEET circulation is 32,000 copies monthly; 1,200 are 
mailed out, 1,000 distributed to shelters, and 29,800 are 
sold by homeless and poor people on the streets as an al¬ 
ternative to panhandling. 

STREET SHEET project volunteers work out of the Coalition on 
Homelessness' office. Homeless and low-income vendors 
receive up to 75 papers per day, selling them for one dollar 
per copy, and keeping 100% of the proceeds. 

STREET SHEET vendors ARE NOT authorized to collect funds 
for the Coalition on Homelessness through door-to-door 
solicitation or any other method. 

To support the Coalition on Homelessness financially, or to 
purchase a subscription, contact the Coalition directly: 


Mail: 468 Turk Street San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: 415.346.3740 
Fax: 415.775.5639 
E-Mail: kdotson@cohsf.org 
Websites: 

http://streetsheetsf.wordpress.com 

www.cohsf.org 

Thank you. 


COALITION ON HOMELESSNESS MEETINGS 


Our organizing is based on extensive peer outreach. The 
information gathered directly drives the Coalition's work: 
We do not bring our agenda to poor and homeless peo¬ 
ple— they bring their agenda to us. Our advocacy agenda is 
primarily designed by the Coalition workgroups, which 
involve and strengthen collaboration between homeless 
people, concerned community members, and providers 
of social, health care, housing, employment, and legal 
services, to systematically address needs identified in 
outreach. 

To learn more about COH workgroup meetings, please 
contact us at 415.346.3740. 

MEETINGS 

Housing Justice Workgroup 

Every Tuesday at 12 noon 

Human Rights Workgroup 

Every Wednesday at 12:30 p.m. 

STREET SHEET 
New Vendor Orientation 

Every Friday at 10:00 a.m.. 

All meetings are at 468 Turk Street 

Between Larkin and Hyde 


DISTRICT 5 HAIGHT-ASHBURY PLATFORM 
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O n Aug. 19, 2012, Police Chief Greg 
Suhr scheduled three community 
forums in October 2012 to discuss 
his proposal to the Police Commission to 
approve hundreds of thousands of dollars 
on Tasers replacing guns in mental health 
crisis situations. Suhr cancelled the Commu¬ 
nity Forums at the last minute, the first hap¬ 
pening during a World Series game, which 
he needed to be at, the second and third 
cancelled at the request of Commissioners 
wanting to look at different locations and 
format. 

Crisis Intervention Team Training / 

CIT Verbal De-Escalation History 

In May 2001, one month before SFPD 
shot No-Taser Task Force member Me- 
sha Irizarry's son Idriss Stelley 48 times at 
the Metreon during a mental health crisis. 
Mental Health Board Executive Director 
Helenya Brooks wrote and conducted the 
original Crisis Intervention Team training. 


This first CIT training was underwritten by 
Brooks, Marykate Connor, Caduceus Mental 
Health Outreach Director, and retired SFPD 
Lieutenant, Michael Sullivan among others. 
Since, 1996 community had been pushing 
for PCI, but the police resisted. Many peo¬ 
ple believe if the SFPD had fully embraced 
this model - the same model that turned 
out so successfully in Memphis developed 
around the same time, Idriss Stelley would 
still be alive today. 

On March 15, 2002, Police Crisis Inter¬ 
vention—including a mandatory 40-hour 
mental health training for SFPD officers to 
learn verbal de-escalation techniques—was 
unanimously approved and funded by the 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors. Three 
weeks later it was ratified by former Mayor 
Willie Brown. Eventually, 74 officers took 
the training until it was progressively and 
completely defunded in 2008. No other parts 
of Police Crisis Intervention were imple¬ 
mented, such as the discharge protocol. The 
March 15, 2002 vote specified that 25% of 


the force would be trained every fiscal year 
until eventually the entire force was trained. 
Based on the successful Memphis, Tennes¬ 
see model. Verbal De-escalation was to be 
conducted to help people in public mental 
health crisis without the use of weapons. 

‘Non-lethal’ Weapon Taser VS ‘Lethal’ Gun 
Debate Revived 

In July, 2012, SFPD shot and killed men¬ 
tally ill Pralith Pralourng. At the Aug. 1,2012 
SF Police Commission meeting—held with 
little public notice—SFPD Chief Greg Suhr 
announced his intention to place Conducted 
Energy Devices (CEDs), or Tasers, in SFPD 
officers' hands ostensibly on the pretext that 
Tasers are 'less lethal' than guns. 

At the same meeting, on the strong ob¬ 
jections of Commissioner Angela Chan who 
did not think a vote should take place, a 
majority of Commissioners voted to table 
Chief Suhr's proposal until stipulations and 
several key criteria in an earlier February 23, 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 6 


DIRTY LITTLE SECRETS 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1 

impossible, for low-income San Franciscans to 
afford housing. There has been a 14.7% increase 
in rental rates across the City—the sharpest in¬ 
crease in any US city, according to Trulia Inc., an 
online real estate assessor—with two-bedroom 
rentals requiring a $76,200 annual income to 
be affordable and studios renting for well over 
$2,000 per month. 

Proposition C sets aside $20 million in its 
first year of implementation and generates more 
than $1.2 billion over the next 30 years; the most 
ambitious attempt to restore affordable housing 
funding by any city in the nation. Proposition 
C aims to help low-income and middle-income 
families by providing down payment assistance 
as well as foreclosure prevention and funding 
for upgrading deteriorating buildings - all im¬ 
portant aspects to address when attempting to 
alleviate the growing ranks of homeless families 
in San Francisco. Over 9,000 units of quality af¬ 
fordable homes available for teachers, nurses, 
child care providers, and working class families 
are to be built. In turn, thousands of local jobs 
will be created to build and operate these build¬ 
ings. With such broad based support. Proposi¬ 
tion C is a win-win for all residents, helping to 
preserve our diverse communities and the atmo¬ 
sphere that makes San Francisco such a sought 
after place to call home. 

While Proposition C is an attempt to bring 
fairness and equity back into the San Francis¬ 
co affordable housing market. Proposition E, 
"Small Business Relief and Economic Recovery 
Initiative", is an effort to correct a problematic 
business tax structure that unfairly burdens 


small businesses and provides unstable income 
to the city. 

Much of today's business tax structure in 
San Francisco can be traced to the "Filthy 52," 
a group of corporations - Pacific Gas & Electric, 
Chevron, Bechtel, the Gap, Levi Strauss, Gen¬ 
eral Motors, Equity Office Properties, Eastman 
Kodak, Safeway, Charles Schwab, the Hearst 
Corporation, the San Francisco Giants, Macy's, 
Neiman Marcus, Nordstrom, the Shorenstein 
Company, among others - which sued the City 
of San Francisco over the tax structure of the 
time—which assessed some businesses based 
on profit and others based on payroll, depend¬ 
ing on their type. The decision of the Board of 
Supervisors at that time was to settle with them 
and base all further tax assessments on payroll 
rather than income. Today only 10% of busi¬ 
nesses operating in San Francisco actually pay. 
This has resulted in a loss of over $25 million in 
revenue each year to the city, triggering severe 
austerity measures that have literally sacrificed 
the lives of everyday San Franciscans. 

The time is ripe to change the business tax 
structure in San Francisco and Proposition E 
does just that. If passed, it would switch the city 
from a payroll tax, where employers are taxed 
based on the number of employees they pay, to 
a gross receipts tax, which taxes a company's 
profit. This alone would double the number of 
companies taxed, while exempting small busi¬ 
nesses. In addition, it changes the annual busi¬ 
ness license fee into an aggressively progressive 
and multi-tiered structure, forcing large corpo¬ 
rations grossing over $25 million to pay their fair 
share. This will tax corporations that are very af¬ 
fluent and have been allowed to pay no taxes for 
the last 11 years. This new structure targets the 


very same corporations that have caused our 
economic struggles - the financial and real es¬ 
tate industry that has engaged in shady financial 
deals, pushed residents out of their homes with 
illegal foreclosures, and caused the economic 
meltdown. A well-structured business tax will 
target the financial, real estate and banking sec¬ 
tors; businesses that create very few jobs, profit 
from speculation, and contribute very little in 
taxes under San Francisco's current system. 

Prop E will generate an additional $24 mil¬ 
lion for the city annually; partially recovering 
the revenue lost to the "filthy 52", and at the 
same time provide relief to small businesses. 
The tremendous gains in affordable housing en¬ 
visioned in Prop C will be partially funded by 
Prop E - $12 million of the generated revenue 
will be redirected to fund Prop C - making the 
passage of the tax overhaul even more vital. This 
initiative needs a majority of voters - people in 
favor of wealthy corporations paying their fair 
share - to pass. 

We all know that big business claims taxing 
them will cost jobs. This is a tough argument 
in this case, as this change will potentially cre¬ 
ate jobs - both through the new revenue and by 
encouraging businesses to hire more employees 
without penalizing them for doing so. The real¬ 
ity is that large corporations are making record 
profits, yet they are not hiring new workers or, 
for the most part, increasing wages on anyone 
but their top executives. We cannot continue to 
reward greed while the overall health of San 
Francisco suffers. This new tax structure will 
promote not only corporate responsibility, but 
also re-investment in our health care, parks, 
transportation, and infrastructure. 
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The Coalition on Homelessness , San Francisco 

awards the November, 2012 title of 

Street Sheet 
Vendor of the Month 

to 

“TTfo, ^Kecmet^ ?4cUim& 

Nominated by Street Sheet readers and recognized by 

the Street Sheet and Coalition Staff for his consistent and positive 

representation of the Vending Program 


Presented on November 1st, 2012 









Jennifer Friedenbach 
Executive Director 

Coalition on Homelessness, San Francisco 


Kenneth Dotson 
Editor 
Street Sheet 


LIES IN THE SKY 

Fly like a bird in the sky. 

Not a worry. Not a care. 

The wind slaps you. WHY? Everything felt so right. 
The air burns your lungs and here it comes another plunge. 

Dizzy and confused life has hit you again. 

Well, back to the skies even if they tell lies. 

by: Gail Seagraves 


STREET SHEET 
VENDOR 

OF THE 
MONTH 
NOMINATIONS 


The following vendors received nominations 
from customers supporting them for the 
Vendor of the Month honors for November: 


A LETTER FROM A FAMILY IN NEW ENGLAND TO A MISSING 
LOVED ONE IN SAN FRANCISCO: 

Hi Beaux K. f Happy Birthday!! 

We miss you so much and want you to know how much. We live so far away so we are sending 
one of us to San Francisco to see you for Thanksgiving. One of us will be there November 19th to 
28th, 2012 and You are invited to Thanksgiving Dinner! 

But we do not know your address! We made an email address just for this so you can respond 
and we can arrange a meeting place; SFwithBeaux@gmail.com 

A lot has happened since we last saw you. You have a new nephew, Max and a new niece, Dylan 
Marie. Mom is moving and wants you to come visit her soon at her new address. 

If anyone knows Beaux K. and can get this message to him please help us find him by giving this 
to him.You can send us information at SFwithBeaux@gmail.com if you know how to contact him. 

We cannot wait to see you! 

Love to Beaux K. 

from Mom, Family, Sisters and Friends on the East Coast. 


CalvinGrigsby 
Angel Mason 
Gail Seagraves 
Jasper Hammond 

CONGRATULATIONS!! 

Keep up the good work 

Get to know this months honoree, 
Kenneth Adams. Ken’s proffile will 
run in the next issue of 
STREET SHEET 
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YOU GET WHAT YOU PAY FOR 


by William Morder 
wmorder@streetsheet. org 

A couple weeks ago I got a really bad haircut, may¬ 
be the second worst ever. I was told by several 
people, though, that I have no right to complain, 
because, after all, it was free. 

It wasn't my idea. One of those hair stylists' train¬ 
ing schools was recommended to me. They are always 
in need of test subjects. I showed the instructor a recent 
photo, indicating how I hoped to look. But he was a 
proud barber of the old school, who learned the art back 
when leechcraft, bloodletting and surgery were still part 
of the curriculum. He brushed aside my hint, then hacked 
his way through the untamed growth. A young student 
stood nearby, "observing," trying hard to conceal a look 
of horror. 

Fair enough — I knew that it was a gamble, and I 
had nothing to spend. My free bad haircut is 
at least shorter than before. In eight or nine 
months, I will be able to go out in public 
again; then, when I get an income, I will find 
somebody who cuts hair more to my liking. 

After all, you get what you pay for. 

I did not utter a word, but disappoint¬ 
ment must have been evident in my expres¬ 
sion. It irked me to hear another instructor 
say, "That's what I hate about the homeless. 

They're always so rude!" Nobody else was 
in the room but two instructors, a few stu¬ 
dents, and of course the test subject (myself), 
so I am sure the remark was aimed at me — 
another faceless specimen of that brutish, 
subhuman race, homo distractus. And I had 
no right even to be disappointed. 

Once I had a family, home and friends. 

I was not born like this. How I got into this 
position is difficult to say in a few words, 
because I did not squander everything on 
booze, drugs, gambling, or chasing women. 

I managed to live in genteel poverty, and 
for entertainment, collected books. Money 
was a means to an end, but for me, not the goal itself. 

About the year 2004 or so, things started to get no¬ 
ticeably worse. It seemed that everybody I knew had to 
try harder just to stay in the same place, much less to 
get ahead. I took a lot of side work to make ends meet 
— as a waiter, bartender, caterer, cab driver, and other 
less glamorous jobs. I got that uneasy feeling that I was 
losing my foothold. Between 2006 and 2008, my father 
died, I inherited a little money, then lost my job in quick 
succession. I tried to buy a house, but without a job, 
nobody would touch me. I lived off my savings for a 
couple years, getting thriftier, more worried, waiting for 
the bottom to drop out. 

In 2010,1 bet everything on a crazy plan. I explored 
California with a friend, going from Big Sur up the coast 
to the redwood forests. I had not seen nearly all of the 
state, but felt that here was the place where I could live 
happily in my old age. There would always be some¬ 
thing new to discover. So I packed up my things in a 
moving truck, and, with my three cats, drove across the 
country to California. 

My only friend west of the Mississippi River lived 
in southern California, so I bumped around the state for 
about a year and a half. Along the way, I lost my cats, 
lost a great deal of money, and had many items stolen. 
Yet my real reason for moving here — aside from the 
weather, the scenery, the friendly people, the relaxed at¬ 
titudes, and so many other things — was, and is, to find 
a publisher. I have been writing a vast, sprawling book 


about ... well, the history of a strange idea. If I am ever 
going to publish this thing, now is the time. And there 
are approximately 140 book publishers in this city. 

Then I fell in love with San Francisco. I wallow in its 
diversity of cultures, lifestyles and languages, the archi¬ 
tectural styles, the wild riot of restaurants and cuisines, 
the bookshops, galleries and music venues. Nobody in 
their right mind, by the way, would set out to build a 
city on a peninsula prone to earthquakes; or especially, 
to put streets on hills at 45 degree angles. The greatest 
natural challenges for builders are often the most beauti¬ 
ful spots. That is why people live there. 

There are moments when I get the feeling of wan¬ 
dering in some exotic, faraway land, such as exist only 
in stories. And yet — I am here. This mysterious place 
in which I now live was created by visionary artists. San 
Francisco is real, and only seems imaginary. 

Yet, for all its splendors, the city's one glaring ugly 


blemish is its homeless population. Speaking as a semi¬ 
outsider, the sheer number of homeless people is shock¬ 
ing. Their misery, suffering and hopelessness, the cynical 
propagandist manner by which they are reduced to in¬ 
sensate things: this suits San Francisco like a bad hair¬ 
cut. 

How other people got to be in this position, I do not 
know. Out in the streets, we are usually too busy trying 
to survive, and do not have time to hear everybody else's 
life stories. I only know how I got to be homeless. And it 
feels like punishment, on the one hand, and on the other, 
a test of who I uniquely am. 

Maybe I ought not to take my hard luck personally, 
but it feels personal. Maybe I did not attach enough im¬ 
portance to those business seminars and staff meetings? 
Is it my fault, that I fell asleep during somebody else's 
boring presentation? Is it not rather the fault of the writer 
or speaker? 

Just because somebody is rich, this does not mean 
what they say is important or interesting. In fact, it is even 
debatable that money can make a person more attractive. 
Genuine wealth implies wisdom and far-sightedness. If 
you want to impress me, tell me your thoughts on peace, 
love, understanding, compassion, equality and justice. 

The true cause of homelessness is greed. There is 
no way to escape reality on this point. We can gloss it 
over, blame it on other things — on the bad habits or per¬ 
sonal shortcomings of homeless persons themselves, for 
instance — but ultimately, every other explanation falls 


short. One began to see more and more homeless people 
about the early to mid-1980s. It is no coincidence that the 
neo-conservative movement began to make its presence 
felt in the U.S. during this very period. By the year 2012, 
homeless people are becoming a dispossessed majority. 

Neo-conservatives have aligned themselves politi¬ 
cally with the religious right, and share their inability to 
distinguish myths from history and science, or lies from 
truth. Thus by miracles of logic, they forge a new reality. 
They rewrite history, redraw maps, then change the laws 
to protect themselves from their victims. On one side of 
the coin is inscribed their holy prayer, "In God We Trust," 
but on the other, "Greed Is Good." 

The problem of homelessness could be solved in one 
move. Put homeless people into homes. This may sound 
impossible, but only because we have been tricked into 
believing a giant lie. In fact, this approach was actually 
tested on chronically homeless people in Los Angeles; the 
study included "over 10,000 homeless sin¬ 
gle adults and their housed counterparts." 
A 2009 report entitled "Where We Sleep," 
prepared by Daniel Flaming, Michael Mat- 
sunaga and Patrick Burns of the Economic 
Roundtable in Los Angeles, gives the de¬ 
tails. They found it would cost us about 
five times less, in the long run, if we just put 
homeless people into homes of their own. 
The strategy of supportive housing allows 
us to buy ahead, and thus keep costs under 
control. And this does not include estimated 
benefits to homeless persons themselves. 
And if the concept is still too difficult to 
grasp, they drew us a picture. 

The real problem here is an error of cos¬ 
mology. We make a similar mistake when, 
in English, we speak of taking a trip "up" 
north or "down" south. Maps have not 
always put north "up there." My Russian 
friends tell me, too, that they are amused 
to see maps that put the U.S. in the middle 
of the world, because their maps portray a 
different reality. But that is the imaginary 
universe in which we lived during the Cold War. 

Cosmology (how we imagine the structure and pat¬ 
tern of the universe) can be shaped to validate govern¬ 
mental policies, for good or bad purposes; people may 
be moved to war, to accept unjust laws, to surrender their 
rights. Getting to grips with homelessness, for the good 
of society, and having the will, as a people, to create real, 
long-term solutions: this requires that we discard our 
moralistic cosmology, which is both obsolete and erro¬ 
neous. According to this world view, poverty is a crime, 
which must be punished with more poverty, and so on 
to infinity. 

Granted, some individuals whom I encounter out 
there in the streets do not inspire confidence. Why help 
"those people" who lack ambition to work, when they 
waste what little money they have in self-destructive 
behavior? It feels very different, though, when we our¬ 
selves become one of "those people." We are looking at 
the problem all backwards. Time and again, researchers 
discover that both humans and animals respond better 
to positive treatment than to punishment. Anybody who 
doubts the research in this matter may prove these results 
by experimenting on their own children or pets. 

We could solve these problems. Even rich bastards 
who care only about the hallowed bottom line cannot 
help but see that realistic planning would save more in 
the long term. Our investment would be repaid five times 
over, and we could raise the standard of living for every¬ 
body. And after all, you get what you pay for. 


Average Monthly Public Costs for Persons in Supportive 
Housing and Comparable Homeless Persons 

Probation 

■ Sheriff mental health jail 
Sheriff medical jail 

■ Sheriff general jail 

■ LAHSA homeless sen/ices 
GR Housing Vouchers 
DPSS General Relief 
DPSS Food Stamps 

■ Paramedics 
Public Health 

■ Mental Health 
Private hospitals - ER 

■ Health Srv - ER 
Health Srv outpatient clinic 

Supportive Homeless ■ Private hospitals^inpatieot 
Huusiny ^Health Srv hospital-inpa:ient 

Source: 279 Matched pairs of supoonive housing residents end homeless General Relief 
recipients. Costs sfiown in 2008 dollars. 

http: / / www.economicrt.org / pub / Where_We_Sleep_2009 / Where_We_Sleep.pdf 


^a,uuu 

$2,500 

$ 2,000 

$1,500 

$ 1,000 

$500 

<fcn 




$605 
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PEOPLE OF COLOR SLIENCED 
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2011 resolution were met. 

That Feb. 23, 2011 resolution, approved 
by a 6-1 vote of the San Francisco Police Com¬ 
mission, stated the Commission's charge: 

"To authorize the Chief of Police in 
conjunction with the OCC and two 
(2) members of the police Commis¬ 
sion: 

"To develop a proposal for modifica¬ 
tions of DGO 5.01, 'use of force' and 
DGO 10.02 'equipment' and; 

"To investigate and evaluate Con¬ 
ducted Energy Devices and all other 
less lethal weapons based on inde¬ 
pendent scientific research and; 

"To develop and recommend a pro¬ 
posal for a pilot deployment program 
with specific proposed policies and 
guidelines for their use. Further; 

"To develop these proposals in con¬ 
sultation with communities of color, 
mental health professionals, LGBT 
and other key segments of the com¬ 
munity and; 

"To set forth proposed costs and 
funding for the proposed plan; 

"Direct the Chief of Police, OCC, and 
two designated members of the po¬ 
lice Commission to report back to the 
Commission with their findings and 
recommendations within 90 days; 
[The 90 days unaccountably stretched 
out to 18 months] 

"Also to direct the Chief of police 
and OCC, and two (2) members of 
the Commission to review and make 
recommendations to the Commis¬ 
sion on changes to the police depart¬ 
ment's tactical training regarding the 
use of force within 90 days. 

"Deployment of any pilot program is 
subject to prior approval by the com¬ 
mission." 

No-TaserTask Force Champions 2011 Resolu¬ 
tion and Presses Concerns 

Community members present at the 
Aug. 1, 2012 Commission hearing became 
concerned that Tasers in SFPD hands could 
lead to torture by electrocution, maiming, 
and possible deaths of San Franciscans in 
crisis. Soon thereafter, they formed a No- 
Taser Task Force to hold the Chief and 
Commission accountable to fulfill the obli¬ 
gations of this resolution. Specifically, No- 
Taser Task Force members at every Com¬ 
mission hearing since have expressed their 
deep concern to the Chief and Commission 
that; 

Since tasers have killed over 800 U.S. cit¬ 
izens including 92 Californians since 2001, 


the 'non-lethal' label is a deceptive misno¬ 
mer. 

Tasers can cause fatalities in at-risk 
groups like children, elders, pregnant wom¬ 
en, low body mass index (thin) individuals, 
people with heart conditions, diabetics, and 
drug users. 

Tasers are now commonly deployed na¬ 
tionwide by militarized police as a compli¬ 
ance torture device against nonviolent U.S. 
citizens. 

Resolution wording — "changes to the 
police department's tactical training re¬ 
garding the use of force" — includes Cri¬ 
sis Intervention Team training in verbal 
de-escalation without use of lethal or non- 
lethal Taser weapons for all SFPD officers. 
During Acting Captain Balma's presenta¬ 
tion at the Oct. 17 Commission meeting/ 
Community forum at the South of Mar¬ 
ket Recreation Center, he stated that ten 
Southern Station officers have completed 
the CIT training, and five more are sched¬ 
uled to take the training in November. 

Since the Feb. 23, 2011 resolution binds 
the Commission and police chief "To de¬ 
velop these proposals in consultation with 
communities of color, mental health pro¬ 
fessionals, LGBT and other key segments 
of the community," community forums are 
best scheduled in districts most likely im¬ 
pacted by Taser use. No-Taser Task Force 
attendees at Police Commission hearings 
have repeatedly called for community fo¬ 
rums in poor, Hispanic, or African-Amer¬ 
ican neighborhoods including the Tender¬ 
loin, Mission, and Bayview-Hunters Point 
Districts, not skirting the edge of Fillmore 
/ Pacific Heights or the primarily upper 
middle class white and Asian Sunset, or 
what Mesha Irizarry calls 'hippie Potrero 
Hill,' strangely designated by Commis¬ 
sion Secretary, Joe Monroe, as 'Bayview/ 
Mission Districts.' 

The police chief and Commission sub¬ 
committee have partially agreed. The re¬ 
scheduled forums will take place before 
mid-December and will be held in three 
neighborhoods: Bayview, Tenderloin/ 
Civic Center, with the third held in a west 
side location. 

Required Community Forums Re-arranged 

Since the resolution binds the Com¬ 
mission to solicit input from community 
groups, on September 19, 2012, during a 
Police Commission meeting at City Hall, 
Room 400, SFPD Chief Greg Suhr and the 
six Commissioners present — Suzy Loftus, 
Angela Chan, Petra De Jesus, Thomas Maz- 
zucco, Carol Kingsley, and Julius Turman 
— set dates for neighborhood community 
forums to discuss Suhr's plan for Use Of 
Force and Taser implementation. 

At the Wed/ Sept. 19, Commission 
hearing. Chief Suhr and the Com¬ 
mission cancelled a first community 
forum date. Sept. 24, while a meet¬ 
ing announced only on the Central 
Station Newsletter was set up at the 


Koret Auditorium for Sept. 24. Com¬ 
missioner Julius Turman returned 
Mesha Irizarry's phone call verifying 
that this Koret community meeting 
had been cancelled. 

At the Wed/ Oct. 17, South Station 
Community forum. Commission Sec¬ 
retary Joseph Monroe repeated dates 
and locations of Community forums 
the Commissioners and Chief Suhr 
had scheduled at the Sept. 19, 2012 
Commission hearing. There were 
to be three community forums, in 
the Fillmore, Sunset and Potero Hi l l . 

On or shortly after October 22, 2012, 
Chief Suhr and the Commissioners 
cancelled the community forums. 

On Oct. 22, 2012, as No-Taser task 
force attendees arrived at the Ham¬ 
ilton Center Community forum for 
their 5:00 p.m. pre-meeting press 
conference, they found a notice post¬ 
ed on the door stating that the date 
was changed to a month later. 

On Nov. 20, 2012, Nick Kimura, Shel¬ 
ter Advocate with Community Hous¬ 
ing Partnership and No-Taser Task 
Force member informed the group 
that all Community Forums were 
cancelled. 

Why Did Chief Suhr Cancel the 
Community Forums? 

The No-Taser task Force doesn't know 
whether the November 20 meeting at the 
Hamilton Recreation Center will ever 
happen. However, word, has come that, 
when the Chief and Commission subcom¬ 
mittee made up of Commissioners Ange¬ 
la Chan, Julius Turman, and Suzy Loftus 
are ready, the Community Forums will, 
indeed, be rescheduled. The locations 
and sites have been chosen. The remain¬ 
ing task is to establish the schedule. 

Community members are strongly 
encouraged to come out and voice their 
opinions. States Irizarry, "Officers who 
are supposed to be competent and com¬ 
passionate in de-escalation should not 
carry weapons that can kill." 

As she departed Hamilton Recreation 
Center with other disappointed task force 
members. Carmen Simon, mental health 
professional, observed, 

"The idea that weaponry is a positive 
mental health harm reduction interven¬ 
tion seems ridiculous, inhumane and 
unjust. Tasers go against everything San 
Francisco stands for." 

Carol Harvey is a San Francisco politi¬ 
cal journalist specializing in human rights 
and civil rights. She can be reached at 
carolharveysf@yahoo.com. 
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STREET SHEET 
VENDOR OF THE MONTH 

We know we have some pretty awesome vendors out there. We could use 

your help to recognize them. 

Call the editor and nominate the Lady or Gentleman you purchased your 
STREET SHEET from as the next 

Vendor of the Month 


You can contact Street Sheet 
by phone at: 

415-346-3740 ext. 309 
Or by E-mail at: 
kdotson@cohsf.org 

Or if you're in the area, drop by 468 Turk, Between Larkin and Hyde and ask for Ken 
Winners will be recognized in the first STREET SHEET edition each month. 


The second edition of the month will 
feature the winner's story, giving you an 
opportunity to better know our 

VENDOR OF THE MONTH 


COHSF NEEDS LIST 

COMPUTERS & PERIPHERALS: 

LCD Flat Screen Monitors 
Macintosh Computers G5+ 

Dual core or higher PC’s 
Mac or PC Laptops 
(same specs as above) 

USB Keyboards & Mice 
USB/FW External Hard Drives 

External DVD Burners 
OTHER: 

Digital Cameras 
Digital Video Recorders 

Please contact Ken at 346.3740 or 
kdotson@cohsf.org. 

Thank you! 

We appreciate all generosity 



• 

A PAES CLIENT ADVOCATE MAY HELP YOU! 


SHELTER MONITORING COMMITTEE J 

If you and your worker can't agree on your employment 


SCHEDULE • 

plan or services you need to get a job, call or visit the Bay 
Area Legal Aid's Client Advocate at the GAAP office: 


• 

Sabrina Barnes 


• 

276 Golden Gate at Hyde 


a 

415.928.2544 


w 

Bring your concerns and recommendations about the shelters to the Shelter • 

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, Friday: 9-noon, 1:30-4 


• 

Monitoring Committee monthly meetings: • 



• 

a 

SPEAKERS BUREAU 


November 14, 2012,10 a.m • 

• 

December 19, 2012,10 a.m.. • 

• 

City Hall, Room 408 * 

Does your school, professional organi¬ 
zation, congregation, or club want to 
learn more about the real issues behind 
homelessness? 


w 

• 

• Why are there so many homeless 


• 

people in San Francisco? 


• 

You can leave a confidential message about any shelter issues at 415.255.3642. # 

• Why does the problem seem so in¬ 
tractable? 


You may call this number collect. 

• What needs to happen for this situa¬ 


• 

tion to change? 


• 

• 

The Coalition on Homelessness would 


Tell us both compliments and complaints. # 

• 

• 

• 

welcome the opportunity to speak to 
you and provide accurate, documented 
information about homelessness. 


Help us improve I 

m 

Please contact us at: 

415.346.3740 


w 

your shelters! 1 

or e-mail your request to: 

coh@cohsf.org 


• 

to arrange a presentation. 


Why waste your weekend on a garage sale when you can DONATE: 

clothing, leatherwear, shoes, furniture, electronics, lamps, toys, bicycles, collectibles, books/magazines, artwork, housewares, music and movies, luggage, mirrors, jewelry 

and accessories, crutches/wheelchairs/walkers 

to COMMUNITY THRIFT at 623 VALENCIA. Please be sure to designate COALITION ON HOMELESSNESS, ACCOUNT #205 as the beneficiary. All donations must be boxed or bagged. 
You can call Community Thrift at 861.4910 to ensure your donations will be accepted at the drop-off site at Sycamore Street. Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m. daily. 
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HELP SUPPORT THE STREET SHEET I UNDERWRITERS 


When we began publishing the STREET SHEET in 1989, we never imagined that homelessness would re¬ 
main prevalent in our community, or that the response from City officials and the mainstream media 
would be so punitive. Our reasons for publishing the paper are the same today as they were at the 
inception of the project: The need still exists for perspectives on homelessness and poverty that go be¬ 
yond the simplifications that appear in most news sources. 

In order to maintain an independent voice, the STREET SHEET and the Coalition on Homelessness' other 
projects are not supported by government or corporate interests—We depend on the continuing sup¬ 
port of individuals like you who believe that the work of creating solutions to homelessness matters. 

The easiest way that you can help provide long-term support for this work is by becoming a sustainer: 
giving a small amount every month, every quarter, or twice a year. 

• Making a sustaining pledge is easy: After you set up a pledge with us, we can electronically bill you 
or charge your credit card as often as you choose. 

• Making a pledge is affordable: Ten or twenty dollars a month is affordable for most budgets—that's 
only $5 to $10 per paycheck! But those smaller gifts add up to a very meaningful contribution over a 
year's time. 

For a $50 pledge, you can become an underwriter of the STREET SHEET. Your support: 

• Provides critical information on available services, programs, changes, and policy developments that 
affect homeless people. 

• Remains the primary vehicle for San Francisco's homeless people to voice their concerns, opinions, 
and stories to 32,000 readers monthly. 

• Provides over 230 extremely poor vendors the opportunity to earn money for food, shelter, and other 
necessities every month. 

Together, through monthly contributions to the Coalition's work, sustainers are helping to make the 
important work described above possible. Please become a part of this grassroots effort today. 


Name:_ 

Address:_ 

City:_State/ ZIP:_ 

Phone / E-Mail:_ 

• I want to support the Coalition and the STREET SHEET at $_/ month for_months 

Please list my name in the STREET SHEET as:__ 

• I want to support the work of the Coalition on FTomelessness with a single tax- 
deductible contribution in the amount of: ( circle amount) 

$20 $25 $30 $40 $50 $75 $100 Other $_ 

Please charge my credit card: MasterCard or VISA 


Special thanks to the following STREET SHEET under¬ 
writers from the staff and volunteers of the Coali¬ 
tion on Homelessness. Your continued support has 
been vital in keeping the STREET SHEET on the streets 
since 1989. For further information on how you can 
underwrite the STREET SHEET, please contact us at 
415.346.3740. 


Rudd Canaday 
Jesse J. Henry 
Alexander Mulder 
Lore and David Phillips 
Bob Prentice 
Qool Happy Hour 
Toni and Randy Remillong 
Amy and Harvey Rose 
William Roth 
Douglas Scheppegrel 
Van Swearingson 
Sylvia and John Warnes 
Karen and Joe Weisman 
Richard Wiersba 
Dani Williams 


The work of the Coalition on Homelessness is also 
made possible by the generous support of the follow¬ 
ing foundations: 


Astraea Foundation 
Ben & Jerry's Foundation 
Lynn Handleman Fund 
Hays Family Foundation 
Margaret Mellon Hitchcock Foundation 
Victor and Lorraine Honig Fund 
Left Tilt Fund 

Unitarian Universalist Fund for a Just Society 
van Loben Sels / RembeRock Foundation 
Edna Wardlaw Charitable Trust 
Winky Foundation 


Expiration Date:_/_Name as it appears on card:_ 

Signature:_ 

Mail to: Coalition on Homelessness 468 Turk Street San Francisco, CA 94102 


COALITION ON HOMELESSNESS 

468 Turk Street 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

415-346-3740 

http://streetsheetsf..wordpress.com 

www.cohsf.org 

kdotson@cohsf.org 
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